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Natire’s my weapon ; but I’m too discreet, 
Zo run a-muck and tilt at all I meet: 


| T only wear it in a land of Lectors, 
| Thieves, supercargoes, sharpers, and directors.—POPE. 
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LETTERS OF THE BLACK DWARF. 








TO SIR FRANCIS BURDETT, BARONET. 


eo 


SIR, 

As the patron of Mr. Hobhouse, and the professed 
friend of Radical Refort, you are called upon to reconcile the 
‘* political declaration of Mr. Hobhouse, with the principles 
you profess. You are not only the avowed patron, but the 
security of Mr. Hobhouse. You are the hostage of his sin- 
cerity, as well as the guarantee of his faith; and all that is now 
done by Mr. Hobhouse, we must consider as sanctioned by 
Sir Francis Burdett. You selected him from “ a host worthy 
of representing the City of Westminster,” in preference to ans 
individual among that host. You even pressed his acceptance 
upon the Electors,in preference toa man of “ paramount preten- 
sions;” as the best advocate that could be sent into the House 
of Commens, of the principles which the man of ‘ para- 
mount pretensions,” had laboured so long, and so effectaally 
to render as popular as they are just. 

If Mr. Hobhouse then does not in reality, hold the same 
politics, as those upon which you have been so long buoyant 
on the sea of popularity, it was a delusion to recommend him 
to a situation, where he must be the opponent of those prin- 
ciples—or cease to be an honest man. 

No one could have imagined that you would have patronised 
an individual who was not in deed, as well as word, the triend 
of Radical Reform, in its full extent, as understood by those 
who generally use the term—the radical reform, for which you 
have been the champion—which Lord Cochrane supported — 
which the Westminster Committee have pretended to support ; 
that radical reform, which in the language of your own resolu- 
tions, moved in the House of Commons, “ would confer” the 
elective franchise upon ‘ all persons of the male sex, of mature 
<< age, of sound mind, residing either as householders, or in- 
‘«¢ mates, within the district for which they should vote.” 

Than this, nothing can be more definite, or more intelligible ; 
yet Mr. Hobhouse, professing that he is a friend to intelligible 
reform, has written a creed for himself, in opposition to yours, 
his patron, his advocate, his hustage and his pledge! 

Whether Mr, Hobliouse thinks you cannot write intelligibly 
—or that there is a peculiarly luminous power in his own, to 
redeem the chaotic obscurity of reform, is not for me to judge ; 
but as he found it necessary to compose his own creed, we 
must conclude that your’s was not intelligible to him. Un- 
fortunately, however, for the world, what he has written fo 
make reform intelligible, like many other comments upon plain 
texts, contributes only to perplex it more. 

In justice, however, to Mr. Hobhouse, we must give him 
the benefit of what he has written ; and insert his own creed in 
his own words. He says,- “I have been questioned; or 








“ rather, (to use the right word) tortured upon the grand 
question of parliamentary retorm. Those who have been 
‘** busy to injure me, and your cause, have represented me, as 
having given a pledge to support annual parliaments, and 
universal suffrage. 1 gave no such pledge. I was asked for 
no such pledge. The gentlemen who nominated me, propo- 
sed me as a man fit to advance the just claims of the people 
to parliaments of a short duration; and toa full, free, and 
equal share in the choice of representatives, It may be 
necessary, however, to explain myself still further ; and to 
be more precise, I have put my words upon paper. Annual 
parlitments and universal suffrage have been confounded 
together, for the sake of confounding the question: but 
they are two distinct §nd separate subjects, upon each of 
Which, I solicit your separate attention, Upon the latter of 
the two, I think it right to say, that I consider the extension 
of suffrage, tobe not only of secondary, but even of third 
*“ rate importance! The first object for the people of England 
‘to obtain, is equality of right of suffrage ; in other words, 
“ that there be one and the same qualification, be that what it 
“may, for every elector in the commonwealth. The second 
“ object is, that equality of numbers elect each representative. 
“These objects attained, then if I am asked, whether security 
“ for misgovernment may be attained by an extension of suflrage 
“short of universal, I answer, yes—FAR SHORT OF 
“ UNIVERSAL. How far short, is a question for fair discus- 
‘sion, and honest diflerence of opinion. In sucha discussion 
‘€ the course of my judgment would be towards the largest ex- 
“tension. I have not hitherto been able to fee! alarm at the 
‘€ notion of a free people being really the choosers of their own 
“« representatives; but I should think myself unfit to claim the 
“ character of aman of sense, or your support, if I denied that 
“ with equality of right of suffrage, and equality of numbers of 
‘< constituents, there might be various limits not inconsistent with 
‘ our object. With regard to annual parliaments, | should think 
« myselfthe greatest coxcomb that ever pretended to political 
“ Knowledge, were I to say twelve months is the precise golden 
‘‘ time, within which, elections must periodically take place, in 
“ order to secure your liberties. Were elections to take place 
“ every thirteen, fourteen, twenty, or twenty-four months, the 
“object of keeping the representatives properly identified 
“ with their constituents might perhaps be sufficiently secured. 
‘ But it is my opinion that every parliament is too long, that 
‘‘ can be usefully made shorter. I own that I see no well- 
founded objection to annual parliaments ; but I am very wil- 
‘ling to admit, that with parliaments of a longer duration, you 
“ may be both great and free.” 

Such is the political creed of John Hobhouse, Esq. the Can- 
didate for Westminster, brought forward, and proposed, and 
recommended by Sir Francis Burdett, heretofore the principal 
knight errant for the rights and liberties of all. That you, Sir, 
could have been consulted on the merits of this declaration, 
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would admit of some doubt; but that Mr. Hobhouse dared not 
to have risked your displeasure, and the loss of your support, 
by asserting principles hostile to your own, and hostile to those 
upon which the electors of Westminster have been understood 
to act. We must therefore consider you as a participator In 
the sentiments of your nominee, and canvass the creed. as 
belonging to the firm. 
Mr. Hobhouse then has been tortured on the subject of par- 

liamentary reform. You, Sir, stood upon the hustings, aud 
heard him pronounce it torture, to be questioned upon that 
important subject. The people must not ask important ques- 
tions, lest they should torture the candidate for their represen- 
tation. Pray, Sir Francis, can vou tell us in wat this Corture 
consists? Is it in a struggle between the honesty that would 
avow an opposition to reform, and the fear of offending ihose 
who deem it essential? We have misrepresented Mr. Hob- 
house, then, in stating that he is a friend to annual parliaments, 
and universal suffrage. We regret it, and wili misrepresent him 
no longer. We will tell the public what he is ; and we had done 
so in the first instance, had he condescended to give us tlie 
information. The public mistook him all the while. Mr. 
Hobhouse might imitate Richard, aud exclain— 

My wishes to a widow’s chastily, 

But | have much mistook myself ihis while; 

And they find out, although I cannot, 

Myself to be a marvellous proper man. 


It is as kind at least of Mr. Hobhouse to undeccive us; but 
it had been better not to have suffered the dedusion that pre- 
vailed. 

But you, Sir, could hardly be deceived. You are the érlinatle, 
and personal friend of Mr. [fobhouse—a visitor at the house of 
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“claims of the people to Parliaments of a short duration ; 
‘and to a FULL, FREE, and EQUAL share in the choice of 
“ Representatives.” True; and that FULL, FAIR, and EQUAL 
SHARE, means nothing less than Radical Reform—than Uni- 
rersal Suffrage. Wow can that be full, which excludes any 
part—how free, which is restricled—how equal, whieh is (le- 
nied to any? Had Mr. Hobhouse contended for a full, free, 
and equal representation, the people would rot have been de- 
ceived, But it is necessary to qualify the declaration ; and af- 
ter inform us, that Annual Parliaments and Universal Suffrage 
are two different subjects ! he assures us that the extension 
of suffrage is ‘ not only of secondary, but even of third-rate 
importance '” [here is a beautiful advocate for radical reform 
—for a full, free, aud equa! representation, with a vengeance. 
What, in the devil's name, for he could not utter this nonsense 
in yours, could have prompted this young adventurer to such 
an insulting declaration towards his patron, who proposed him 
asa “proper man,” to endeavor to obtain ‘a iull, free, and 
equal representation !” 

What, Sir Francis, have you been this twenty years wasting 
your time upon a thing of not only second, but even third-rate 
importance. Are you only a. third-rate performer in the poli- 
tical drama; and do you introduce yourself a critic to assign 
you this rank in the company. This cannot be your own 
opinion ; you do not think yourself capable of being so earnest 
about a matter of third-rate importance. You think yourself 
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above trifles— above trifling—and, above al! things, above 
deceit. Aud vet in this case, if your protegee be correct, you 
Ihave been ail your political life squabbling about a thing of 


| . . roy . ’ 
‘third-rate importance. “She young gentleniin, certamly, has 


{some modesty, thus to call his patron foot or knave in his 


/presence, aud in the presence cf thousands who had been 


his father—and a general companion of the young candidate fos laccustomed to think with Sir Francis, that the exteusion of 


Westminster! Could you be ignorant of his geal sentiments? 
We may presume this to be impossible. If he had deceived 
you—it he had represented himself to you as the friend of 
universal suffrage, and annual parliaments, you would have 
denouneed him, when he denounced those principles. 
would have disclaimed his new creed, and Withdrawn from his 
support, But this is a supposition which eaunot be for a mo- 
ment entertained. You knew what lus opinions were, as far as 
he could render them intelligible; and yet you proposed him 
for Westminster, in’ preference to the man, whose ‘ paramount 
pretensions,” were founded on opposite principles ! 

Look, sir, at the creed of the new prophet of political sal- 


vation. Mr. Hobhouse gave no pledge——was asked for ne 
pledge! Nonsense. Your recommendation was his pledge. 


It was deemed by many, and intended to be believed by all, 
that your recommendation would render pledges and profes- 
sions alike wnnecessary—tor the electors relied upon your ho- 
nor to introduce no impostor to their notice. The personal 
Jriend of Sir Francis Burdett, and the professed admirer of 
Major Cartwright, was naturally supposed to possess their 
principles. Besides, you, sir, called Mr, Hobhouse, a Radi- 
cal Reformer—he called himself one—and the committee can- 
vassed for him under the same impression, Yet, when he is 
tortured to be more explicit, from certain doubts that were en- 
tertained of his professions, he renounces radical reform—con- 
tents himself with abusing the Whigs, who are indeed as bad 
as he paints them—but yet not so bad as those who fawn and 
flatter 10 betray, ‘The Whigs are now open enemies; and it 
is our fault if we are either deceived or betrayed by them, 

“ The gentiemen (he should have said, geutleman) who no- 
“ minated me, proposed me asa tit man to advance the just 


|suflrage was of the ferst importance —and, indeed, the only 
thing of 


g importance to the pecple. What fatality could 


biad tovether the names of Hobhouse and Burdett—when they 
| a ° : ve 5 . e 
are Hot joined la sentiments or candour. Sur Francis Burdett 
You/must feel that he 


is msulted by this decleration—or he has 


| ; ? . : ‘ 
lost all regard, both for his own reputation, and the cause of 


reiorin, 

What has been the professed object of all your labours ? 
what the subject of all your speeches—what tle avowed 
purpose of your soul—EXTENSION OF SUrrrAGE—and 
you have finished your career, by introducing to the electors of 
Westminster aman, who tells you and them, that it isa thing of 
third rate importance. This is, indeed, the mountein ti 
labour. What if the fable should be outdone, and the produce 
be not a mouse,—but a RAT. 

Your nominee, on other occasions, can talk of the “ great 
object” and the “ g@rand questicnof radical reform.” Yet the 
principal feature of this great object, this grand question, 
emerges into third-rate importance with Mr. Hobhouse. 
There is yet something more strange in this declaration. 
Even an exlension of suffrage, is a thing of but third-rate 
importance. ‘Lhe acquisition of universal suffrage is entirely 
overlooked, A whig would have said more in favour of 
the people ; for all of them would agree to any extension that 
did not take their power out of their hands; and none of 
them dare say that extension of suffrage, was a matter of third- 
rate importance. 

Mr. H. tells us ** the first object the people of England 
have to obtain is equality of right of suffrage!” This they 
have already ; and if they had not, who could give them 





righis? But Mr, H. means only, ‘ that there be one and the 
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same quali ification for electors! Who is to qualify them ; or 
how they are to be qualified, we know not. Perhaps he would | s 
recommend the representatives to be elected by one class—the 
chimney-sweepers for instance—or the lords in waiting, The 
radical reformers, poor ignorant fellows, thought God had 
qualified them to be electors—and that those whom he had not 

ualitied by a sane mind, were those alone who could be ex- 
cluded, save those who had disqualified themselves. But they 
were wrong. Mr, Hobhouse has discovered that even radical 
reformers may exclude certain portions of the people from 
THEIR RIGHTS; and set up distinctions of qualifications which 
may be agreeable to themselves. If Mr. Hobheuse has been | , 
long your pupil, you must have varied his private lessons in a 
most agreexble manner, if he is fond of novelty. 

“ Security from misgovernments may be attained by an 
extension of suffrage far ‘short of universal.” From this sen- 
tence I should oather, that Mr. Hobhouse will allow, that se- 
curity from misgovernment cannot be obtained without an 
excension of suffrage. Yet that extension of suffrage is a 
matter of third rate importance. Security from misgovern- 
ment is only a matter of third-rate importance. Fine po!itics 
for Westminster! Fine politics frem the pepil ond friend 
‘© Encland’s hope, and Westminster’s pride.” You, Sir, are a 
man of sense; and cannot be blind to the inconsisteney you 
condescend to patrouize, “ The mghts of the people may be 
€¢ secured by an extension of suffrage, not only’ suort, but 
PAR short of universal suffrage!’ This is the language of all 
the cnemics of reform. How it came to be adopted bya pro- 
fessed friend, on such an occasion, is for you to expound. The 
riddle is too hard for the multitude ; who will not be much 
pleased to learn that Mr. H. sets at nought their claims to the 
right which is withheld from them by a corrupt system. Mr. 
Hobhouse again declares, “I should think myself untit to 
claim the character of a man of sense, or your support, if | 
denied that with equality of richt of suilrage, and equa lity of 
numbers of constituants, there might be various limits, 1 
consistent with our object !” What his object may be, I do not 
yet pretend aecurately to determine ; but you, Sir, should tel! 
what is the object of the people. You know, if Mr. Hobhouse 
be ignorant of the matter---that the non- -represented part of the 
people seck to establish their right of representation ; and that 
any dimits would destroy their ‘object. They are tired of the 
various limits which have been established to oppress them, 
and they oppose the whole system of limitation. They recog 
nize no right to limit their franchises. They have been amus ce: 
by various party schemes, as little, and unmeaning as this of 
Mr. Hobhouse; but the film has fallen from their eyes, and 
will be amused no longer with idle theories. They liave dug 
to the basis, and fixed their present claims upon prine iple 
alone. Moderate reform which as many have been seeking as 
have searched for the philosopher’s stene, ts as difficult to ‘fin | 
as that fancied invaluable gem --and for the same reason, it 
could have mo existence. Mir. Wobhouse | know calls himself 
a radical! reformer, and if he had not given his erced, some per- 
sons might have thought him one; but his plan of radical re- 
form is more evasive, and more moderate, than any Whig wou!d 
venture to propose. The Whig it is true, would not wish the 
plan he proposed to succeed ; and Mr. Hobhouse is probably 
in earnest, 

Annual parliaments : tre not numbered by Mr. Hobhouse in 
the scale of importance ; and we are at a loss to know whether 
they are with him second or third-rate considerations, They 
are, probably, of second, as an extension of suffrage is of 
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third-rate importance. Certainly they are not first—for he 
says after a modest sneer at the duration of twelve months, — 
‘‘ were elections to take place every thirteen, fourteen, twenty, 
or twenty-four months, the object of keeping the representatives 
properly identified with their constituents, might, perbaps, 
be sufficiently secured.” Whet does Mr. Hobhonse mean by 
proper identification—what by sufficiently seeured — and 
wliat, above all, by his perhaps. Is this speaking like a_poli- 
tician, or does this support the pretensions of Mr. Hobhouse to 
the character of a man of sense ? 


Your proposition to the house was,—‘that for more 
‘Tectaaliy securing the unity of will and opinion, as between 





of 


ot In- | 


the people and their representatives, a fresh election of the 
members ought to take place, once in every year at least. 
i Now vour protegee sets this definite principle aside, by a 
‘perhaps’ that something else might do as well; and that 
the whole may correspon 1d, he concludes by admitting, “he 
sees no well-founded objection to annual parliaments.’’ Do, 
J ask him, why he opposes, what he sees no well-grounded 
objection against—and what occasion he had to propose, what 
one will adepi? The flights of Mr Hobhouse 





Sir 


io classic 


quite unfit him for holding any intercourse with plam men. 
Your wish, to nominate a colleague for yourself is nattiral 
enough, and may be accounted for without much difheulty. 


But th. it you should nominate a man who opposes your theory, 
is a paradox. Are you about to adopt the ereed of Mr, Hob- 
suse; and has he only made the experiment of what effect it 


ca | produce upon the public niin dl? 





| 
F 

| 

| ‘Phe people are looking en you with aching eyes, to ascer- 
i tain wha ’ will be the result of the present eclipse of your politi- 
Leal s} splendour. ‘Phe miliions that shouted in your traim-—to 
bwh ia vou were th re sun of the system, and disp ensed light and 
| life to the principles of liberty—all all turned upon the conclu- 
i of the drawa, in which you have performed so conspicuous 
| although Mr. Hobhouse will have, it was only of third- 

rate importance. May the opaque body that intervenes between 
Psyoman ‘the people quick] ly pass away. Indeed if it do not pass 
hanuealy, the o: b will set in the eclipse, and be no more remem- 


| 
bered, but iu its epitaph, 


al pert- - 


| 


Grateful for your past services to the cause of reform, but 
not agreeing that he who has served a cause becomes entitled to 
be its enemy, 


I remain, 
Your well-wisher, 


THE BLACK DWARF. 





TO CORRESPONDENTS. 


The real friends of Parliamentary Reform, and the Constitutions! 
Rights of the People, will learn, with pleasure, that a Subscrip- 
tion has already commenced in the Metropolis, and is extending 
through various parts of the United Kingdom, for the purpose 
of returning that Venerable Patriarch of Reform, Major Cart- 
wright, free of expence, as a Representative to Parliament ; 

among the names of those who have already subscribed, are 

Sir C, Wolseley, and T. Northcote, £50 each. 
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TO HIS GRACE THE DUKE OF BEDFORD. 
LETTER VI. 
Tunbridge Wells, Nov. 30, 1818. 
My Lorp, é 


I now preceed with an answer to the supposed 
question of a plain man,—** Why did the circumspect Reviewer, 
** who, in commen with some of his faction, has an antipathy to 
‘‘ any thing in the nature of acriterion, meddle at all with the 
‘* BILL of Rights and Liberties, the whole of which, from end to 
** end, in better and in spirit, is in the nature of a criterion?) Why 
** introduce into his Review even the title ? 

The first observation that occurs is, that a bad cause is, in its 
own nature, a great bar to good management. Seeondly, when a 
cause not only is bad, butits manager, for former acts has been 
flegzed, not indeed into amendment, but into cunning and anger, 
the management is not likely to mend. And, thirdly, when the 
lure of interest and the intoxication of vanity draw an ambitious 
man out of the right road, we are not surprised at the error of his 
wanderings, be they what they may. 

The learncd Reviewer, with asmarting remembrance of former 
stripes from an unlearned hand,—not being deficieut in effrontery, 
in laxity of principle, or in conceit of his talents, had determined 
to try his hand at indirectly annoying the fair-fighting constitu- 
tional Reformer, if possible, from his Edinburgh ambush. 

He snecringly dignifies the author of the BILL with the title of 
their ‘* great apostle,’—in his review, he anuounces the BILL, 
and with the name of the author;—and then, for insinuating that 
it is not worth reading, while in fact he dare not grapple with tis 
contents, he passes it by, without one word of quotation or com- 
ment; and in place of the obvious duty of a Reviewer to his 
readers, he impertinently subst/tules a rambling essay of his own 
on another topic ; namely a‘* State of Parties.” 

This forward champion of anti-reform was, it seems, seized 
with a fancy of figuring as the giant of the boroughmonger crew, 
who, with a few flourishes of his double-edged brand, could 
chase before him the Radicals in dismay. 

By a fore-stroke, he thought of nothing less than to put hors 
de combat the unlearned Major ; who, not understanding ** barba- 
rous Latin,” cannot, therefore, voderstand plain English: aod 
then, by a back stroke, he equally reckoned on putting an end to 
the whole strength of the reforming host; since it was highly 
probabie that not one ina thousand of them understood * bar- 
barous Latin,” better than their ‘* great apostle.” How the 
giant's logic improves as we advauce ! 

A few words more on what is called Jearning may perhaps be 
useful. ‘* The great apostle of the Reformers,” as Mr. Reviewer 
is pleased to style him, not having as yet been conmisstoned and 
qualified to presch political salvation to the uttermost parts ef 
the earth, and therefore confining his exertions to his own coun- 
try, hath not felta gifl of tongues necessary to him for bringing 
into the right way such people. 

That any thing of this kind can be done without the aid of 
** barbarous Latia,” is gall and wormwood, no less to. the phari- 
sces of Opposition, than to the scribes and rulers of the Sanhe- 
drim of corruption, themselves. 

Now this Keviewer either still ¢s really ignoraut of the **foun- 
dation,” or, in other words, the principles of English liberty ; or, 
he is vot thereof ignorant. To judge by his guarded silence on 
principles, he és ignorant, disgracefully ignorant. To judge from 
his warded words, we must infer that he knows more of the trath 
than he chooses shall escape him. The humble * Apostle,” would 
think a want of true learning on these principles, on the part of an 
English Gentleman, shameful: a pretended imnorance, for the 
treacherous purposes of faction, infamous, 

To return once more to the Apostle’s * Bruy of Rights and Li- 
bertics ;” a hostile Reviewer having announced this Brut as a sub- 
ject of his criticism, what must be thought by a * well-informed 
and inquiring bation,” whose * sense’? that reviewer says ** must 
be consulted,” when they ebserve that he fails to point outa single 
defect? Had such a defect been discovered, was not the noticing 


THE BLA€K DWARF. 





i04 


of it the duty of aReviewer, who ridiculesthe “ erroneous views,” 
and eeprobates the ‘ extrayagant and pernicious doctrines ” of the 
author of that Bit ? 

Recollecting the insolent scorn, and contemptuous seoffs cast on 
radical reform by this person in his parliamentary capacity, how, 
as a Reviewer, will he look his faction inthe face, for not having 
made mince-meat of a Brxx for establishing Universal aad Equal 
Representation, Annual Parliaments, and Election by Ballot. 

But instead of argument to this end, or even a recommendation 
of any scheme of a mock reform, he contents himself with flying 
off to a Lopic foreign to the duty of his office, aud therein drivel- 
ing much declamatory trash, too frothy for influencing any but a 
dotard as factions as himself; and the ridiculous hope of raising 
acry for obtaining Whig RULERS, without pledge or responsi- 
bility ! 

Is not the hope ridiculous? for on whom docs he call? If on 
ministers, to make way for him and his friends, they of course 
laugh at the man’s folly. If on the people, will they not reply, 
‘¢ To those who offer us no choice, but between arbitrary RU- 
‘* LERS of opposite factions, our answer is, we are not so impa- 
‘¢ tient as to leap out of the frying pan into the fire.” 

‘ RULERS” without responsibility, said 1? O, no, says the 
Reviewer, ‘¢as soon as the common operations of the party have 
‘‘ raised them to power, they are subject to all the checks and 
‘ controls which the frame of our constitution has provided, and 
‘which readers al! danger from aristocratical influence wholly 
‘* chimerial.”’ 

Aye, indeed! Then why, in this wise gentleman’s opinion, is a 
‘‘ chance of system necessary for the salvation of our country ??— 
but hold—why argue, when we have only to ask ourselves, whether 
the man, who thus beslobbers us, bea kuave ora fool? 

if, my Lord, in our country’s present humiliation, learning do, 
indeed, confer on kuaves or fools, a privilege of thus insulting the 
common-sense of the nation, and shocking its moral feelings ; or, 
if talent do, indeed, authorise such audacity, ‘tis T suppose as it 
ought to be; but, were the unlearned thus to babble, and thus to 
drivel unprincipled ponsense, would it not be attributed to a stul- 
tified miud, or a profligate motive ? 

And, under atoetal absence of representation, as notorious as the 
sun atnoon, ere asingle particie of reform hath taken place, would 
novia similar remark apply, should any such person say, as the 
Reviewer does in effect say, thai ** the recent elections plainly 
shew,” that the PEOPLE are free, and that they place their confi- 
lence in his party as “ their natura! leaders ?”’ 

I will not misrepresent him. You shall have his own words. 
‘The PEOVLE of this country, although fora season they may 
be misled, are surein the cad to think for themselves, and to re- 
‘ cover from the blindness of temporary delusions, cither of at- 
‘tachments to unworthy fayouriies, or of prejudice against old 
“and tried friends. ‘The evidence of facts in the end has its 
‘weight: the merit of continued honest and useful conduct never 
‘pleads with them in vais. ‘They began to acknowledge the un- 
“fairness of the attacks madeupou the popular party in Parlia- 
‘ment, and to doubt the wisdoin of the new guides, who preached 
‘universal suffrage, as the sovereign panacca for all ills. 

* Their eyes would have opened much seoner, had the Whigs 
‘noteomrmutted the errer, on the one hand, of refraining "—of 
refraining—* from openly attacking and exposing the follics of 
‘that doctrine ; and of being too slow on the other, to lay dowa 
‘distinctly their ovn views of reform. Of late THEY HAVE 
* DONE SO, and with perfect success. 

“The recent elections plainly show, that the PEOPLE are no 
‘ Joneer under the guidance of shallow pretenders to constitutions 
“al knewlecee, or base dealers in vulgar sedition ; and that even 
‘the more respectable zealots of reform have failed to estranve 
‘them from their natural leaders. To these leaders they have 
‘ evinced their readtness to return; and there cannot be a doubt 
“that this despotism will, as it ought, be met with corresponding 
‘¢ hindness.” 

“* The PEOPLE!’—* The PEOPLE,” traly! “ To those 
‘* leaders,” says the Reviewer, ‘* they have evinced their readiness 
‘*to return; aud there cannot be a doubt that this disposition will 
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‘as it ought, be met by corresponding kindness.” Ho 
gracious ** their 


this same ‘* people” are become! How very 
‘natural leaders” are expected, in return, to be ! : 

And so, my Lord, according to this discerning, judicious and 
enlightened relator of facts, TH BE ELECTORS “whose n onopoly 
is our bane, and a deadly curse, are, in the twinkling of a factious 
eye, become “ THE PEOPLE!” Are we to have no end of im- 
posture, barefaced imposture! No pause in thedirly work of de- 
lusion! 

What! cannot these Electors, whose wonopoly skreens not 


even themse hy from oppression, evince, under the scorpion fa: 
of taxation, the least soreness ; cannot they, under the rank ty-/| 
ranny of the existing ministers, incline to achange of RULERS: 


cannot they even se ‘ll their votes and themselves toa new set o if 
slave-traders, without this being interpreted into a national call for 
Whig RULERS, who are to give their country no felter security | 
for its Liberty and Property, than it at present experiences! 

A preference, on the part of Slaves, of reversionary he hig mas- 
ters, to present Tory persecutors, in the hope of I 
one this e : aconlidence in Whig masters, without ' 
tion of ihe'e power, is another and a very different thing. 

The Reviewer remarks, ‘Major Cartwrigh! one time 
** nap great iniiveuce with this part of the ~~ , —name)l 
not ‘** the lowest ra Ute * but ‘another class faz more respectal le, 
‘* very numerous, and, generally speaking, of | - 
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nitics, they also do believe, that only one GOD deserves the name: 
that GOD who made water the habitation of fish, carth the place of 
land-animals, and freedom the element of MAN. 

For thus believing, this pleader for toleration onght not to be 
out of humour with them, becanse they cannot help believing ac- 
cording to the evidence before them. The Reviewer being reput- 
ed an able mathematician, they hope he will not be offended at 
their believing the three angles of a triangle to be equal to two 
_ augles; or for not deaying any olher proposition which has 

been demonstrated. 
44 Ov REPRESENTATION asascience, 23 onany other scientific ques- 
tion, the modes of error may be innumerable ; but in one mode 
\ouly can there be rruta +: the unprincipled devices of FACTION 
may beendless; but the inquiries of inteerity, being governed 
by principle, must ferminate in unity: the vicious freaks of in- 
Justice may be countess while in the decision of Justice, as an 
| appropriate remedy for a specific wrong, there can be no variety, 
onc, and exnr onty, mustil be. 
} Cana ‘gine seeing such as these need illustration? Ifin the place 
‘tituted a lieencious expe dienee ; or if, in- 
t be introduced au arbitrary discretion, the 
all discussion were useless; but if weare to 
and by reason alone, we must abide. 











i 
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{trath . be 
| stead of Justice mich 
claim only of tyravts, 
reason, thea by reason, ' 
| ‘Phe constitutional Reformers for forty years and upwards, have 

it cen in the constant habit of laying before the ¢ 


oO siptss 


been bildren of corrup- 
tion, equi ally with all who stood in need of instruelion, clear de- 


but ales! alas! this res spectabie ‘and numerous clase ao honest | 
Englishmen ‘ suffered themselves to be led away ‘s fi tls ¢ theeries tionstrations of the people’s right to universal and cqual repre- 
‘of goverument 3 in which che Whig party never coul ! concur.” entation in Parhiaments of a “duration not exce ‘ding one year ; 
Whether this ** very numerous” els iss imere ase or decrease, he! wissen. notwithstanding those perverse childven of corruption, 
does net veniure to says but we all know that this must depend en /as in the instance now immediately before us, choose tos hat their 
discus ud that discussion has been active. Marcon less does eyes, and to deny their lips the liberty of confessing; yet their 
he attempt to prove, that discussion has shown, or can show, the, troubled cou nfenances, their gall and malignity, effect: sails betray 
falsemess of the Major’s theor, their conscious guilt, and the stings of their inward vexation ; ; for 
[ad that becn within the compass of the learned gentleman’s/ they know, as well as Uie Reformers themselves, that, in) conse. 
own foe we should have had his manly reasonines, al his con-) quence of those demonstrations, they are under amoral obligation 
Vincipg demonstrations ; instead of his unsupported assertions, | ol being faiiifal to those rnreuts, and of holding * sacred” those 
his peevish sereasms, his illiberal insinuations, and his foolish: * parts of the Constitution,” which our Reviewer, ma single in- 
Kickings against the pricks of truth, without daring ever to come! siance alludes to, but takes special care not to explain, 
to close queriers with the constitutional reformers, ty sober, une- Whea, however, that centiemanis now and then undera momen- 
quivocal argumcut! While those principles, mnclus hetofibe Cary influence of something resembling reason and a moral seuse, 
b “Mts which the Major has more t! han forty years advacated have; he even admits, that * some que estions, indeed, are of such mara- 
of »had the complete support of the learned Beathim, one of | mount importanee, and rest upon erounds so plain, that no 
the ft selousdien reasoicrs that, in any age or nation, evor adorred |‘ compronse can be admiited in respect of them 
our spec 1CS. f fiero, Mr. Reviewer, the radical reformers, ¢ ordially jot issue 
o much forthe factious effrontery, and the deferm onion not} * with yous and they say, that, if in the whole compass of human 
wie convinecd, of proud political pharisees, wh: ereeney to} interests, chere be such a question, it is the reform they advo- 
truth in the cause oftiberty ike exact comterpart of that enmity |‘ eate; for ou the issce of it hangs the liberty or r slavery of their 
to truth in the cause of Christianity, which di: tinguished their] count rad they call ou you to say otherwise, if you can? 
prototypes! fn the | Paes condition ef the human race, when the happtaess 
With his assaf candour, the Reviewer gocs on tosay, ‘the sect} or misery of mankind Hi every girarter of the globe, are so re- 
‘Jaid it down as an ineontestab.ec > p rinciple, that only one measure Siibape. Inferwoven with the happiness or misery of nelish onan : 
‘* was ofany value.”’— Parliamentary Reform—* But that ttis the} wien they are so dec I pas ‘rested in the wisdom of her r policy ; : 
‘only subject worthy of cugaging the attention of statesmen, boyand so uncomimonty dependenton her acts and destiny ; this ques- 
‘one will assert, but an cuthusiast blinded by zeal for a favourite ti 1 has tadeed an mports race and an interest, demanding reflec- 
andis ofa character to awe into virtue 


speculation.” 


‘i bere es be thus 
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in all socictic: : but, 


simple tons, my Le ord, 
besides being 


to charge soe: xtf AV: rant a fo! ly on th e ** Sect,’ 

CTOSS acai ental Olle isa poor devise, by way of flading some- 
thing to gabble, ge evading the true questions atissuec. To the 
Pharisee, the * Sect” recommend a perusal of the 23d verse of the 


thew, where is written , ** Woe unto vou 
*harisees, hypoct rites! for ye pay tythe of mint anise 
ted the weighlier matters of the law 


23d chapter of Ma it 


es 


Seribes aud | 


* and cuminin, and have omit 


‘judgement, mercy and faith ; these aught ye lo have done, and 
‘NOT TO LEAVE THE OTHER UNDONE?” 
More to the point, however, Mr. Reviewer adds to his charge 


‘only one reform deserved the 
name ;"” admitted ; This accusation is most true. Here the gentle- {i 
man is for cance correct. The ‘* Sect” of true Reformers do be- 
lieve this; as,in like manner, with all due ie i for the learning 
of Mr. T. who is said to believe in a whole family of heathen divi- 


of the * Sect,” their belief that 


tion the most profound 5 
amind the most lice en as well as to inspire 
human freedom, evena heart pe most despotic ! 

low, then, is it possi ble that, ‘hone men, 
‘compromise. aw ie them principles ? 
n hold these persons of learning, and talents, of 
, tobe *® ho- 
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villa respect for 


constitutronal 
or, how is 


at 
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reforimers can 
it possible they ea 
hnowledce of the wor ‘ld, and xp: vience im business 
rest men,” who sophistic: Hy and canting ly tall.s—(but talks only) 
of * moderate and wholesome reform >’ while they actively strive, 
by delusion and chicanery, to undermine all liberty whi atever? 
Vad is this Reviewer to erect himself into ap: litical monitor. 
cue for CONFIDENCE in his associates, and addressing that 
HH! to (hose who listened to the youthfuland cloquent PITT, then 
mimaculate as suow, when he lost his motion for Reform ina full 
eo of Commons, by only twenty votes ; but which the same 
immaculate PITT, whea ia power, becaine a baseapostate and a 


e tyrant: 
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Is this member for a rotten borough, who so assiduously Jabours: 
to preserve the infernal system, to set up for an instructor, de-| 
manding our conripence in known adversaries of radical reform | 
and making his call on those who had intimate intercourse with | 
the mature and energetic RICHMOND, while he moved in the 
House of Lords his celebrated Bill for Universal Suffrage and An- 
nual Parliaments ; and wrote his unanswerable Leiter to Colonel 
Sharman in support of those principles; but which same RICH-- 
MOND), as a minister, when exhorled by letter to read the scanda- | 
Jous trial of the virtuous Muir, and was reminded by the writer of 
that letter, that if Muir deserved his fate in the hulks and transpor- 
talion to Botany Bay, then his Grace, and him by whom he was 
addressed, ought to be cast among felons; coolly answered, that. 
** the duties of his office fully occupying his time, he left all mat- 
** ters of law, to the law officers of the crown ?”’ 

Knowing these things, how shall we answer a demand for our 
confidence in men who certainly have not those claims to if, which 
were once possessed by a Pitt and a Richmond; and especially | 
when this demand is made by one who, in the very act of making) 
it, proves that he himself is ullerly unworthy of it! | 

As evena Richmond, after the extraordinary manifestations of 
patriotism which he had given, outlived the confidence of the peo- 
ple which he once entirely possessed ; as even he, by some defect 
in the heart, becaine in lime a mere monument of human baseness 
and degradation, so, we may gricve, but must not be surprised, if 
others as renowned, and standing as-high, should afterwards fall as 
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dom and virtue in uncontrouled “ Rulers” can possibly become a 
substitute for that original gift of God for our safety and benefit. 

With what ineffable contempt, then, must we contemplate the 
pretendedly learned, and pretendedly patriotic, who gabble on the 
subject of Representation, with an ignorance, a presumption, and 
a disregard of principle, that would be considered as disgracing 
any weaver’s work-room, or any shoemakers’ shop in the king- 
dom ! 

Let those, therefore, who derive our CONFIDENCE in them, 
ag sialesmen, at least prove to us that they are not ignorant in that, 
by which alone they can of a certainty know, whether they shall, 
or shall not, perform the official duties of ministers with fidelity 
to their country ; for without the means of this knowledge, it is 
obvious they cau have vo pretensions to a place in the cabinet cf 


‘the nation. 


The only palliation of which the proiligate acts of a Castiereagh, 
a Sidmouih, and the rest of the myrmidons of the usurpers, appear 
to be susceptible, must arise froma plea, of their being ignorent 
of the Constitution. Should they ever see cause to apologize for 


they have a precedent for calling them errors of 


thei cruchties, t! 
; lor yy t 5 argc yianvele 
judgement im ardent minds. 

Bet their despotic acts, and, above all, that transcendant treason. 
of atlainting the entire nation, sentencing it to imprisonment, 
converting (be whole kingdom into a great jail, in their own keep- 
Inc, iy which the prisoners were, or were not, allowed to walk 
about unchained ; of were, or were not, thrust into dungeons, as 


eee 


low. in, or out of favor, and whoily at the will and pleasure of these 
Having, my Lord, given vent toa litte indignation at the insult- | Jaslers ; this transeendant treason, Tsay, could oniy have any pos- 

ing factiousness, al the Reviewer’s call for confidence, can we now) s hie parialion ina beastly tyroraace of the constitulion and of the 

do otherwise than indulge ina hearty laugh at the egregious folly | boasted rights of Euglishmen. as 

of this call? Why all this impertunity and nonsense? By men of} On the supposition of this ignorance, their stupid argument had 


rank and wealth, confidence, if sought, is but too easily found.) tvo wate brenebes, and ran thus: 





' 

7 Ky this description of persons, it may always be obtained, ere it be} — Ist. Sot discerning the nation’s inherent right to liberty or self- 
; fairly earned. When pressingly solicited, the presumption is very | Foves nment, and consequently its right toa full and equal repre- 
i! strong, that there is no serious intention of deserving Lt. | sentation in partiament, for making its own laws; they concluded 
“| The apostacy of Richmond has, it is true, made it diffenlt to) that, having, as an chearehy, divested the nation of this right of 


cive a pledge that can implicitly be relied on. After his famous|se!i-governmen!, and usurped the wio'e power ef law-making, the 


—— 


Villand his famous Letter, the Radical Reformers thought they | Power realy belonged to them. 

were at least sure of ui. But they found themselves mistaken. , 2ud, And secondly, catching at, and availing themselves of, the 
Yet, afterall, the tree is known by its fruits. As long as good| gross c:rors men, learned ia the practice of law, but profoundly 

fruit isborne, the tree will be esteemed; but even the heavenly-| (guorant of its ree!, as wellas of the English Constitution, among 
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whom the eloquent Buscksrvone wes conspicuous; and averting 
their eyes from the luminous pooes of Locxe, and other enlight- 
ened reasoners 3 they prevailed on themselves to believe, that, as 


minded Jesus cursed the Fig-tree that had become barren of fruit, 
though it abounded with leaves: and such is the political know- 
ledge of the present age, we are not likely to be deceived by the 
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leaves of promise, when there is no fruit of performance. 

It is not merely from examples of such apostacy as that of a 
‘Perr and a Ricumonp, nor from the constant change of conduct 
in pubhe men, on changing their condition from being in opposi- 
tion to being in power, that il is become more difiicull than for- 
merly to cbtain public confidence. 

There is another and very powerful cause, to which public men 
have by no means paid sufficient attention, | mean, the increased 
political knowledge of the age. 

By political knowledge, 1 speak not of that inferior fact, whieh 
ig required for adroitness in debate, or in the management of offi- 
ial business, in a Treasury Commissioner, a Secretary or Under 
Secretary of State, a Privy Counsellor, or a Diplomatist, acquired 
by studying precedents and practice, good and bad ; in better or in 
worse limes; but Lallude to the superior science of legistation ; 
aud especially to those principles of free government, which enable 
us to know whether persons in any of these capacities do their work 
consistently with the Constitution, and with strict fidelity to the li- 
berty of their country. 

And beve we perceive with what truth it has been remarked, that 
** Representation is the bappiest discovery of political wisdom ;” 
for in accurately Jadcetiabas Representation, in all its ramifica- 
tions, we have the quintessence of political knowledge; and hold 
a master-key to the science of civil government. 

Kepresentation in a STATE (too extensive for personal legis- 
lation) is its’ faculty of free-will: and, whenever in a STATE, or 
ina MAN, this faculty be wanting, the means of liberty, of self- 





preservation, and of happiness, are wanting ; and no earthly wis- 


those ignorant lawyers matntained, that the power of Parliament 
was © unlimited, —* so transcendant and absolute, that it cannot be 
confined, either for causes or persons, within any bounds,’ ( Com. 1, 
160,)—they, the Oligarchs, who had usurped the whole authority 
of the Parliament, had thereby usurped to themselves this unlimited 
abs boundless, power! Llow tremendous the consequences 
flowing from apparently minule errors in reasoning, on the part of 
men once possessed of despotic sway ! 

And do we not recotlect that, not many months ago, the very 
Reviewer who calls on us for confidence in ¢ the regular Whig 
Party,’ and who holds up to Lord Holland, in particular, as an 
AUTHORITY in Constitutional learning, was quite officicus in 
Maintaining, ia the House of Commons, this very docirine of an 
unlimited, abs-lute, boundless authority in Parliament: and evi- 
dently for supporting his lordship therein ; after T had remonstrated 
will that noble lord, on its ulier fallacy, and on the infinite evil 
In Us train ? 

Now, my lord, if in reality there be indeed 6 but one Reform 
that deserves the name,’ as L irust has appeared,—namely, the 
Constitutional Reform which is the subject matter of the * BILL of 
Rights ond Libertie’—then, what IS mMoorreats rerormu, but a 
child of error—an evasion of truth—a violation of justice, of a 
premeditated crime against the Rights and Liberties of the nation ? 

Here, we ought to make a material distinction between the mno- 
derate reformers of this day, and those who were such forty, or 
thirty, or twenty years ago: For Parliamentary Reform had its 
lisping infancy, and its schooling youth, ere it arrived at maturity 
with a ripeness of knowledge, and a fulness of strength. 
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During its early fecblencss, all suitable indulgence was properly them toa contempt of the House of Commons, then, would not 
shewn towards its errors; but as a diffusion of truth gave it) at present. allow the People to judge of their own rights and dear- 


strength, it was, accordingly, expected to assume a wore correct 
and a firmer step ; and wow that a long controversy has terminated 
in a complete victory of kuowledge over ignorance, and 2 
triumph of demonstration over factious sophistry s it, of course, 
speaks in the decided force, and acts in the determined character, 
necessary to the fulfilment of its commission; as, judging by tie 
great moral laws of our sBature, we conceive to be evidently in- 
tended by providence, for its answering the apparent cuds of its 
destination, in the service of mankind. 

Hence it is evident, that whatever indulgence mich! have ! 


een 


due to the involuntary and really-mistaken moderate reformers of 
thirty years back ; tho perverse ones of this day, who are such ia 
defiance of evidence, in contempt ef justice, and in hostility to 
freedom, are neither entitled to respect, nor to quarter. , 
Having, as 1 trust, now fully vindicated * the great apestic of 
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the reformers’ and the ‘‘sect” prove the accusation of °* 
tism,” in maintaining that ** only one reform deserves the name 
the ‘intolerance,’ which is charged upon them, may next be 
considered. : 
The learned reviewer scems fo have forectten. that 
is only due to opinions; and not at all to breache 
obligation, to a disregard of common honesty, or to 
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violations of the “sacred parts of the constitution 
organ, in particular. in which its vitality most re 
violations being, tu truth, the highest treason. 

The radical reformers, certainty, bave no papal power to grant 
indulgence lo such erimes; but they ever have tolerated, and thes 
still do tolerate, but with much commisseration and erief, the 
blameless opinions of those who, for want of any opportunity of 
knowing better, may ignorantly think “triennial parliaments, 
or representation under its existing monopolies, and total inuttlity, 
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to be good and * wholesome” for that public, which, under 
th present regimen, they see in an extremity of misery and 
canger 

Who, then, are the ‘intolerant ? These reformers, who 


purely in argument maintain it to be required by common 
** honesty,” 
in respect of **1 


constitution,” 


he rights of the people, and the sacredness of the 


our capability of judging for ourselves ; and, therefore, eal] On 


. 


moral | 


mteni:onal | 


that ministers and members of partiamert shall falfil, | 


the self-evident, as well as the demonstrated dutics | 


of moral and poltiical obligation ;—or those who arrogantly deny | , roe ; 
; ithe note, aud so much of the note as Is stereotype, are not the 


usfo prostraie our understandings, in humble submission to the } 
AUTHORITY of men, who have the wonderful advantage of | 


being able to translate ** barbarous latin ;’> men who shew no small 
disrespeet to the luminous demonstrations onthe very subject, bv 
that creat philosopher of our country, who spread its fame through 
the civilized world, by his Essay on the Human Understanding ; 


—and men who do the utmost violence to our common sense; 
by openly asserting a right in parliament to enslave the nation! 
Who, I once more ask, are the ‘intolerant ?”—Perbaps, we may 
see something of them in my next Letter. 
Meanwhile, | have the honour to be, 
&e. Ke. &c. 
JOHN CARTWRIGHT. 





CONSISTENCY OF EARL GREY. 

In 1794, when Mr. Pitt, Mr. Dundas, and Lord Grenville, were 
persecuting the Reformers, Mr. Grey, who was the organ of his 
party, said: ‘* That, on a former occasion, Mr. Pitt had, with 
others, resolved, that, considering it was in vain to look to 
Parliament for a regeneration originating within itself, it be 
recommended to the People, throughout the Kingdom, to assem- 
ble during the ensuing summer, in districts, for the purpose of 
applying to Parliament on the subject.”—* But,” continued Mr. 
Grey, ‘* W. Pitt, the Reformer of that day, was W. Pitt, the pro- 
secutor, aye, and the persecutor too of Reformers now! He who 
thought fit to inflame the passions of the People, and to instigate 


| 


est interests, but persecuted with the real bitterness of an Apostate, 
his own partner in the question of Reform. This same Win. Pitt, 
who had taught the Poople to believe nothing honest was to be 


expected from the House of Commons, now asserted that the 


People should do nothing for themselves.” * But if the language 
of applying to the People for a reform, be criminal,” said Mr. 
Grey, “ I myself am guilly, since I do not seruple to assert, that 
from this House I have no hopes of Parliamentary Reform.— 
Vhis Wouse will never reform itself; or destroy the corruption by 
which it is upheld, by any other means than those of the resolu- 
lions of the People, acting upon the pradence of the House,— 
that point they could only accomplish by meeting in bodies, as 
recommended by the Minister in 1782.—However impugned, 
Varhiameniary Reform was a cause, he, Mr. Grey, would never 
iescri, nor would he, to preserve power, or lo gratify ambition, 
ever become an Apostaic.” 





et lle od, ee 
BANK PROSECUTIONS, 
eT ee 
Mr. Eprtor, 

I would respecttully take the liberty to re- 
quest that the following may be added as a sort of Addenda to 
the valuable addyess contained in your number to those gentle- 
men who may be summoned to try the Bank Prosecutions, Phe 
urst witness called, ought to make oath and give evidence to the 
following efiect: Tam an Engraver in the employ ot the Bank 


oF England, and have been so for———vears; the engrave: 
copper now produced, and from which the Note in question 


purports tk 
positive this note, as f 


rene tw’ i re 


» have been printed, was engraved by me, and Tam 
aras regards my department, is a forgery ; 


quest the Gentlemen of the Jury will compare = the 


forgery wills this blank copy of the note, printed from the plate 
just produced, mn my presence, 


‘The next witness should be 
the Pounder of the Stereotype, who having examined the note 
In question, should produce specimens of his figures, printed in 
the manuer of the Bank, and should swear that the numbers ou 


workmanship of him, or of any person under him, to the best 
of his belief; and thet. in his opinion, the note is a forgery. 
The next witness should be the Signing Clerk, who should sweai 


‘that the name written at the bottom of the note in question is 
inot of his hand-writing, and that to the best of his knowledee 


| 
| 
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tisaforgery. ‘Then comes the {nspector, who should swear 
hat the note in question is a forgery in allits parts, and should 
produce a genuine note, and point out any visible difference 
there mav be between the two notes. ‘The next and last wit- 
ness should be the Paper-maker, or a confidential person in his 
employ, who should swear that the piece of paper, or note, in 
question is not of the quality or description used by the Bank, 
and that he believes it to be a bad imitation of Bank paper ; 
and, having produced a piece of genuine paper, should point 
out the difference between the two. 

I think, Mr. Editor, with evidence like this, added to that 
already produced by the Bank, no Juryman would feel remorse 
at having founda prisoner guilty: indeed, for myself, UL could 
lay my head ov my pillow, and recline to rest, with a full econ 
viction that I had conscientiously discharged my duty. Let this 
evidence be insisted on, Jurymen will be safe and the public sa- 
tisfied. Accept, Mr. Editor, my hearty congratulations at the 
suceess that has attended your labors---go on and prosper. 
¥Your’s, 

Y.R. 








Lil THE BLACK DWAR. 


Bridgeton, near Glasgow, Dec, 24, 1818. 


Mr. Woo.er, 
Sir---If the following Address to Death, be 


found worthy of a place in the Dwarf, it may amuse some of 
your readers who understand the Scottish dialect. ‘ Amuse!” 
you will be ready to exclaim, ‘* can holding converse with 
Death be an amusement to any person? Yes, Sir, it can. If 
you doubt it ask Lord Sidm outh, and Cc. 


I am, Sir, 
Yours, &c. 
ALR. 


i 


AN ADDRESS TO DEATH. 





Thou ruthless tyrant, Death ! what dost thou mean ? 
A few weeks since, thou snatch’d awa’ our QuEEN, 
And greedy monster, not content with that, 

Thou next took mistress Fleeming’s old blind cat. 
Well—two such carcases, on which to gorge, and feast, 
Might weel hae serv’d thee, for three months at least ; 
But no! thou’s just again at thy auld work. 

Andah! thou’s ever sure, to bit thy mark ; 

For virtuous Eilenborough’s gone alas ! 
And that poor stupid brute, Niel Dealy’s ass ; 

No more the one upon the Bench wiil tell, 

That troth’s a cursed libel *: false as hell,” 

No wore the other, thro’ the streets shali trudge, 

An innocent, insulted patient drudge ; 

For thou hast called them frae this life o’ care, 

Tris, to his rest—Trav, to the Lord knows where. 
Where wilt thou stop? thou savage glutton, where ! 
For since thou’st lost thy faithful Ally, War, 

Thou’s grown sae keen, that del-a-thing now thou passes, 
Not even Queens, nor Judges, cats, nor Asses. 

On what great man, wilt thou neist lay thy paw, 

To glut thy ever-craving, horrid maw? 

Some mighty prince, tis like, and then of course, 
Thou’l- doubtless sicze Pat Figgins’ auld lame horse ; 
For now, thou seem’st to have made this a law, 

That like to like, even in the grave should draw. 
Weel—tak’ the poor auld brute—thou’s welcome till him, 
Else Pat himsel’, will soon be forced to kill him, 

A useless beast, that’s no worth half his meat, 

For like a certain prince, his hardest wark’s—to eat. 

O, that our order-loving Parliament, 

Sae pure, sae virtuous, sae Ompipotent, 

Would pass an act, to get thee pack’d awa’, 

To that detested place America ; 

That cursed spot, that’s neither blest wi’ Kings, 

Queens, princes, lordlings, dukes, nor sic braw things, 
There, thou might’st gorge, and revel, till thou’dst burst, 
Upon a low-born race, wi’ want o’ taxes curst. 

Or wad Lord Sidmouth clap thee up in prison, 
Condemn, hang, and behead thee, for high-treason, 
He'd get the boroughmonger’s thanks, at least, 

For ridding them, o’ sic a dreadful pest, 

For truly in this country ne’er was seen, 

Sae rank a leveller—sic a Jacobin ; 

Fv’n Spence’s levelling system, and Tom Paine’s 
Compar’d wi’ thine, are only toys for bairns ; 
For when it enters thy capricious head, 

Thou never stick’st to level wi’ the dead, 
Without the least compunction, or remorse, 

A queen, cat, justice, jack-ass, prince, or horse ; 
It has been proven too, thou levelling dog, 

Thou mak’st nae odds, between a bis op and a hog. 


But should the Parliament not interfere, 
And thou be still allow’d to linger here ; 
Should Sidmouth, and his sharp-ey’d beagles fail, 
Wr a’ their arts, to catch thee by the tail ; 
Should gags and circulars, without effect, 
Thy fox-like depredations try to check ; 
And thou still prowl about, as heretofore, 
Like Satan, seeking whom thou may’st devour. 
Then hear my earnest pray’r, O master death! 
Tak’ those awa’ as muckle vulgar breath 
As suits thy purpose; but O spare 1 pray, 
Spare pious Sidmouth, and good Castlereagh, 
Spare Geordy Canning, too, that courtly fool, 
Who turns our sufferings into ridicule ; 
O think on their past services, and spare 
Their useful lives, that they may serve thee mair ; 
Remember how thy work they carried on, 
To get an auld fat noc placed on a throne, 
Remember too, how muckle, muckle, mair ! 
They did, to get that noc re-seated there. 


Spare their co-adjutors, the moral spies, 

And for thy profit they'll new plots devise, 
Whereby a set o’ needy, starving, wratches 

Will be consign’d to thy unfeeling clutches. 

O spare thy favour’d son the great Duke, 

Wha for thy sake the office undertook, 

Of heiug in thy kilchensecond cook ; 

Aud oft for thee, made ready sic a feast, 

That e’en a devil wad be proud to taste; 

For every dish made red the verdant grass, 

Blood was thy soup, and brimstone was thy sauce, 
Nae doubt thou's griev'd, ’cause now he sometiines tingers 
The panting bubbics o’ sweet Opera singers ; - 
And that his mighty dukeship veils his power, 

By condescending to go somewhat lower ; 

For sic saft wark as that nae joy can gre, 

To a gaunt, fleshless, skeleton, like thee ; 

Yet thou must just allow him, master Death, 

To rest bimsel’ a little, and tak’ his breath, 

And he'll begin again as keen and fell, 

To his auld trade as thou wouldstdo thysel’. 


Thy worthy servants spare, the Bank directors, 
And likewise their infallible inspectors, 

That scores of victims yet to thee may swing, 
Ontheir n1GH ALTAR in ahempen string. 
Remember what a swinging sacrifice, 

They lately offer’d thee, (amidst the cries 

And groans of an indignant rabble, rude, 

Wha even grudge thee, thy most common fuod) 
When Sidmouth in his holy vestments drest, 
Officiated as thy great high priest. 

O spare all these if it be thy good pleasure, 

And Jet them a’ live to fill up their measure, 

And mak’ themsel’s mair worthy thee their chief, 
By still supplying thee with human beef, 

And when they've all perform’d their several parts, 
Deprive them not then of their n1GH DESERTS ; 
But let strict Justice their good deeds reward, 
With a conspicuous post, a night-cap, and a 
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